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SUBJECT: MBPR NEGOTIATIONS: REPORT OF JUNE 20, 

1974 MEETING BETWEEN SOVIET DEPREP 
AND UK REP 

FOLLOWING IS TEXT OF MEMO OF BILATERAL MEETING 
BETWEEN SOVIET DEP REP SMIRNOWSKY AND UK REP 
ROSE WHICH WAS CIRCULATED AT 21 AHG MEETING. 

BEGIN TEXT. 

1. AFTER THE PLENARY MEETING THIS MORNING, KHLESTOV SAID 

THAT HE REGRETTED HE WAS UNABLE TO SAY, AS I HAD SAID 

TO HIM ON A PREVIOUS OCCASION ABOUT HIS STATEMENT, THAT 

THE WESTERN STATEMENT WAS WELL ARGUED FROM A PROFESSIONAL POINT 
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OF VIEW. HE THOUGHT THE CASE MADE FOR DEFERRING UK 
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PARTICIPATION UNTIL PHASE II WAS PARTICULARLY WEAK. 

HE AND SMIRNOVSKY BOTH SAID THAT IT DID NOT IN ANY CASE 
CORRESPOND TO THE POLICY OF THE PRESENT BRITISH 
GOVERNMENT. 

2. 1 REPLIED THAT IT DID INDEED CORRESPOND TO HMG'S 
POLICY, AS I HOPED SMIRNOVSKY WOULD HAVE REALISED FROM 
THE COPIES OF VARIOUS STATEMENTS MADE BY MR CALLAGHAN 
AND MR MASON WHICH I HAD SENT HIM. I 

SSUMED HE HAD 

READ THESE AND WOULD HAVE UNDERSTOOD FROM THEM THAT 
HMG WERE FIRMLY COMMITTED TO THE PHASED APPROACH, UNDER 
WHICH ONLY US AND SOVIET REDUCTIONS TOOK PLACE IN THE 
FIRST PHASE. (AT THIS POINT KHLESTOV LEFT.) SMIRNOVSKY 
CONFIRMED THAT HE KNEW MINISTERS HAD EXPRESSED THIS VIEW 
BUT ADDED THAT HE DID NOT BELIEVE THEY WOULD BE PREPARED 
TO STATE PUBLICLY THE POINT ABOUT THE UK NOT BEING 
"TREATED SEPARATELY FROM ITS PARTNERS IN THE EUROPEAN 
COMMUNITY", IN VIEW OF THE LABOUR GOVERNMENT'S POLICY OE 
RE-NEGOTIATION. IN THE EVENT THAT THE UK DECIDED TO 
WITHDRAW FROM THE COMMUNITY, THE SITUATION WOULD HAVE 
CHANGED AND THE STATEMENT WOULD NO LONGER BE CORRECT. 

3. 1 SAID THAT THE FORMULA WAS A CORRECT STATEMENT OF 
THE UK'S PRESENT POSITION. I COULD NOT DEAL WITH POSSIBLE 
HYPOTHETICAL SITUATIONS IN THE FUTURE, BUT EVEN IF THE 
SITUATION SMIRNOVSKY HAD POSTRULATED WERE TO COME ABOUT, 
IT WOULD NOT AFEECT THE UK POSITION ON THE PHASING OE 
REDUCTIONS. THIS WAS NOT A MATTER OF LEGAL ARGUMENTATION 
OR LOGIC, BUT ONE OF POLICY. THE FACT WAS THAT, WE WISHED 
THE EXAMPLE TO BE SET IN A FIRST PHASE BY THE US AND 
SOVIET UNION AND WERE NOT PREPARED TO BE TREATED SEP- 
ARATELY FROM OUR WEST EUROPEAN ALLIES. SMIRNOVSKY SAID 
THAT, IE WE HAD USED THE TERM "ALLIES " IT WOULD 

HAVE BEEN UNDERSTANDABLE. I SAID THE POINT WAS THAT WE 
WERE MEMBERS OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, WHICH SHARED 
CERTAIN COMMITMENTS, AND FOR THIS REASON HAD REFERRED 
TO OUR PARTNERS IN THE COMMUNITY, WHO WERE ALSO ALLIES. 

BUT WHICHEVER TERM WAS USED WOULD NOT ALTER OUR 
ATTITUDE TOWARDS PHASING. 
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4. SMIRNOVSKY ASKED IE UK FORCES WHICH WERE REDUCED WOULD 
BE TREATED IN THE SAME WAS AS OTHER WESTERN EUROPEAN 
DIRECT PARTICIPANTS. SINCE THE INITED KINGDOM WAS NOT 
WITHIN THE AREA OF REDUCTIONS AND THERE WERE OTHER UK 

FORCES OUTSIDE IT, OUR FORCES IN THE AREA WERE BOUND 
TO HAVE A DIFFERENT STATUS. WERE WE PREPARED TO DISBAND 
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ANY FORCES WE WITHDREW FROM THE AREA? I SAID WE WERE 
NOT, BUT THIS WAS NOT THE QUESTION WE WERE ADDRESSING 
IN THE EXPLANATION WE HAD GIVEN OF OUR POLICY ON PHASING. 

5. SMIRNOVSKY SAID THE TROUBLE ABOUT PHASING WAS THAT 
THERE WAS NO COMMITMENT BY ALL THE WESTERN PARTICIPANTS 
TO REDUCE THEIR FORCES. I ASKED WHETHER SUCH A COMMITMENT 

WOULD MAKE A DIFFERENCE AS REGARDS THE EASTERN ATTITUDE 

TOWARDS PHASING. HE SAID THAT IT MIGHT IF WE WERE TO PUT 

DOWN ON PAPER WHEN AND BY HOW MUCH EACH COUNTRY WOULD 

REDUCE. I SAID WE HAD ALREADY GIVEN A GOOD DEAL OF INFORMATION 

ABOUT THE CONTENT AND TIMING OF THE SECOND PHASE. THIS 

WAS ALL EULLY SUMMARISED IN THE LATTER PART OF AMBASSADOR GRANDE'S 

STATEMENT. SMIRNOVSKY SAID HE UNDERSTOOD THIS BUT WE HAD 

STILL NOT ANSWERED TWO ESSENTIAL QUESTIONS WHICH WERE 

BY HOW MUCH AND WHENEACH DIRECT PARTICIPANT WOULD REDUCE. 

I SAID WE HAD GONE AS FAR AS WE COULD IN THIS RESPECT. 

END TEXT. RESOR 
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